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ADMINISTRATION— 

Practice— Priorities —Rates— Preferential Payments in Bank- 
ruptey Act, 1888 (51 & 52 Vict. c. 62), s. 1, sub-sections 1 (a), 6; s. 
3.—Heywood v. Heywood, CH.D. STIRLING, J., $.J. 33; W.R. 72 

See also Bankruptcy, 4 


AGRICULTURAL HOLDINGS ACTS— 
See Landlord and Tenant, 1, 2 


ANIMAL— 

1. Diseases of animals—Sule of swine—Diseases of Animals Act, 
1894 (57 & 58 Vict. c. 57)—Markets and Fairs (Swine-Fever) Order 
of 1896.—McLean v. Monks, @.3.D., §.J. 199 

2. Regulations of cowsheds—Contagious Diseases (Animals) Act, 
1878 (41 & 42 Vict. c. 74), s. 34—Dairies, Cowsheds, and Mi ps 
Order of 1885, articles 7, 8, 13—Regulations of local authority— 
re — Air-space.— Buker v. Williams, @.B.D., 8.J. 13; 
W.R, 64 


APPOINTMENT— 
Rule against double portions—Appointment by mother—Person 
in loco parentis.—Ashton, Re, Ingram v. Papillon, OH.D. STIRLING, 
J., W.R. 138 


ARBITRATION— 

Arbitrators—Misconduct—Refusal to state case for opinion of 
court, or to adjourn that court may be applied to to order a case— 
Application for case made reasonably and bond fide—Remitting 
mutter to arbitrator for reconsideration after award made—Arbi- 
tration Act, 1889 (52 & 53 Vict. c. 49), ss. 10, 11, 19.— Palmer and 
Hosken’s Arbitration, Re, arp. §.J. 32; W.R. 49 


ASSIGNMENT— 
See Bankruptcy, 1, 6 


BANKER— 
Bankers’ Books Evidence Act, 1879 (42 Vict. c. 11) ss. 3-7—Bank- 
ing account of third party—Inspection before trial.— Pollock v. 
Garle, APP., §.J. 32; W.R. 66 


BANKRUPTCY— 

1, After-acquired property—Assignment—Equitable chose in 
action—Bona fides—Bankruptcy Act, 1883 (46 & 47 Vict. c. 52), ss. 
44, 54—Colonial law.—Hunt v. Fripp, CH.D. BYRNE, J., 8.J. 47; 
W.R. 125 

2. Bill of sale—Reputed ownership—Bankruptcy Act, 1883 (46 
& 47 Vict. c, 52), s. 44 (iii.)—Bills of Sale Act, 1882 (45 & 46 Vict. 


c. 43), 88. 7, 15.—Ginger, Re, London Universal Bank, Ex parte, | 


BKoY., W.R. 144 

3. Costs—Charging order—Money recovered or preserved in the 
proceedings—Jurisdiction—Solicitors Act, 1860 (23 & 24 Vict. c. 
127), 8. 28—Bankruptcy Rules, 1886, r. 125.—Humphreys, Re, 
Roberts, Ex parte, BKcY., 8.J. 83 

4. Execution—Administration order—Bankruptcy Act, 1883 (46 
& 47 Vict. e. 52), ss, 46, 125—Bankruptcy Act. 1890 (53 & 54 Vict. 
c. 71), 8. 11 (2).—Watkins v. Barnard, pkcy., W.R. 156 

5. Insolvent estate—Retainer by executor—Bankruptcy Act, 
1883 (46 & 47 Vict. c. 52), s, 125,—Gilbert, Re, Gilbert, Ex parte, 
BkCY., §,J. 118 

6. ei ane debt—Equitable assignment of debt—Right to 
issue bankruptcy notice—Bankruptcy Act, 1883 (46 & 47 Vict. c. 
52), 8. 4, sub-section 1 (g)—Bankruptcy Act, 1890 (53 & 54 Vict. 
c. 71), 8. 1.—Palmer, Re, Brims, Ex parte, arp., 8.J. 215 

7. Judgment debt—Scotch judgment—Jurisdiction to issue 
bankruptcy notice in England—Judgments Extension Act, 1868 
(31 & 32 Vict. c, 54), s. 3—Bankruptey Act, 1883 (46 & 47 Vict. c. 
52), 8. 4, sub-section 1 (g).—Bankruptcy Notice, A, Re, arr., 8.J. 
215 


8. Judgment debtor—Foreign subject—A pplication for committal 
—Receiving order—Jurisdiction of court—Debtors Act, 1869 (32 & 
3% Vict. c. 62), s. 5—Bankruptcy Act, 1883 (46 & 47 Vict. c. 52), 
‘ - sub-section 5.—Clark, Re, Clark, Ex parte, apr., §.J. 15; 

° 02 

9. Maintenance order—Arrears—Debt provable in bankruptcy— 
Bankruptcy Act, 1883 (46 & 47 Vict. c, 52), s. 37, sub-sections 1, 2, 
3, 8.—Kerr v. Kerr, 0.B.D., W.R. 46 




















10. gg rg ag i or a tonal 
security arising from inadvertence—Bankruptcy 
Vict. nd 52), Schedule I., r. 10.—Piers, Re, Piers, Ex parte, BKOY., 
S.J. 135; W.R. 207 ie 

11. Proof—Interest—P note—Principal and surety— 
Bankruptcy Act, 1883 (46 & 47 Vict. c. 52), Schedule IL., r. 20— 
Mercantile Law Amendment Act, 1855 (19 & 20 Vict. o. 97), «. 5. 
—Evans, Re, oe us Ex see, Ss WR. 8 , 

12, Proof—Verbal agreemen' rasa, PS lender o 
a share of profits of business—. borrower—Postpone- 
ment of lender’s f—Partnership 1890 (53 & 54 Vict. c. 
pad 2, sub-section (3); s. 3.—Fort, Re, Schofield, Ex parte, arr., 

-R, 147 

13. Property of bankrupt—Money paid into court by defendant 
with denial of liability— ptcy of defendant—Secured credi- 
tor—R. 8S. C., 1883, ord. 22, r. 6— Act, 1883 (46 & 47 
Vict. c. 52), s. 45.—Gordon, Re, Navalchand, Ex parte, BKOY., 
W.R. 31 

14, Protected transaction—Execution—Sheriff to hold goods for 
fourteen days—Notice of Lrg petition—Hours for service— 
Bankruptcy Act, 1890 (53 & 54 Vict. c. 71), s. 11, sub-section 2— 
Bankruptcy Rules, 1886, r 90.—Lole v. i > APP., 8.J. 132; 


W.R. 161 
15. Receiving order—. to rescind—Assent of creditors 
—ZJurisdiction and of registrar—. 1883 


i Bankruptcy Act, 1é 
(46 & 47 Vict. c. 52), s. 104— Act, 1890 (53 & 54 Vict. 
c. 71), 8. 3, sub-section 6.—Jz0d, Re, Official Receiver, Ex parte, 
app., §.J. 117 
16. Settlement—Void limitation—Costs of trustees of settlement 
—Costs of beneficiaries— Unnecessary parties.—Merry v. Pownall, 
CH.D, Lear ah J., 8.J. 213 


BETTING— 


See Gaming, 1, 2 


BICYCLE— 


See Local Government, 4 


BILL of EXCHANGE— 


1. Action on consideration—Bill outstanding — Dishonour. — 
Davis v. Reilly, Q.B.D., W.R. 96 

2. Notice of dishonour—Reasonable time—Bills of Exchange 
Act, 1882 (45 & 46 Vict. c. 61), . 49, sub-section 12,—Fielding v. 


Corry, ., 8.35.45; WR. 97 
a ten ented nets cbiaband tir tead— 


3. Signature of maker of 
Liability of maker of note to che of Exchange 1882, 


8. 29.—Lewis v. Clay, Q.B.D., §.J. 151 


| BILL of SALE— 


Execution creditor—Sale by sheriff by order of court—Bank- 
ruptey Act, 1890 (53 & 54 Vict. c. 71), s. 11—R. 8, C., 1883, ord. 
57, r. 12.—Stern v. Tegner, aPP., 8.J. 31; W.R. 82 

See also Bankruptcy, 2 


BUILDING SOCIETY— 


Fully paid-up shares—Loss written off by reducing sbhares— 
Resolution of ial meeting— Ultra lage my erage Act, 
1836 (6 & 7 Will. 4, c. 32), s. 1—Building Societies 1874 (37 & 
38 Vict. c, 42), ss. 7, 13, 16, 18 Building Societies Act, 1894 (57 
& 58 Vict. «. 47), ss. 1 (f), 25 (2).—Strohmenger v. Finsbury 
Borough. Building Society, aPr., W.R. 69 


BYE-LAW— ala 


See Local Government, 13 


Ecclesiastical charity—Local Government Act, 1894 (56 & 57 
c. 73), ss. 14, 70, 75.—Ross’s Charity, Re, CH.D. NORTH, J., 
27 


COMPANY— 


association— i a contributory 

to petition for—Limitations im Validity—Com- 
-¥ 862 & 26 Vict. c. eo, 88. 79, 82.—Peveril Gold 
Mines, Re, avr., 8.3. 96; W.R, 198 
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2. Debenture —Agreement to issue debentare—Debt.—Pegge v. 
Neath Tramways Co., C.D. NORTH, J., §.J. 66 

3. Debenture—Negligence of first mortgagee in custody of deeds 
—Notice—Priority.— Castell & Brown, Re, Union Bank of London, 
Ex parte, CH.D. ROMER, J., §,J. 213 

4, Debenture— Power to appoint receiver conferred upon deben- 
ture-holder by reference to Conveyancing Act, 1881---Power to be 
exercised for benefit of debenture-holders—Exercise of power, by 
debenture-holder largely interested in the company, for benefit of 
company—Jurisdiction of court to appoint other receiver.— 
Maskelyne British Typewriter, Re, Stuart v. Same, APp., §.J. 112 

5. Directors—Qualification—Casual vacancy—Calls on shares— 
Tnvalidity.x— Dawson v. African Consolidated Trading Co., APP., 
8.J.45; W.R. 132 

6. Receiver—Principal and agent—Liability for goods ordered. 
—Gosling v. Gaskell, u.t., W.R, 208 

7. Register—Inspection—Right to take extracts—Cuompanies 
Act, 1862 (25 & 26 Vict. c. 89), s. 32.—Boord v. African Consoli- 
dated Land Co., C.D. NORTH, J.,8.J. 114; W.R. 150 

8. Winding up— Arrears of interest—Statutory powers—Specialty 
debt—Statute of Limitations (21 Jac. 1, c. 16)—Real Property 
Limitation Act, 1833 (3 & 4 Will. 4, c. 27), s. 3—Companies Clauses 


Act, 1863 (26 & 27 Vict. c. 118), ss. 22, 23.—Cornwall Minerals | 


Railway Co., Re, C.D. VAUGHAN WILLIAMS, J., W.R. 4 

9. Winding up—Articles of association—‘‘ Surplus assets available 
for distribution.”—- Peabody Gold Mining Corporation, Re, Ou.D. 
wricut, J., §.J. 97 

10. Winding up—Conditional application furshares—Repudiation 
—Opposing winding-up petition—Void contract.— Brinsmead & Co., 
Re, Tomlin’s case, APP. C.D. WRIGHT, J., §.J. 167; W.R. 171 

1l. Winding up—Contributory—Removal of name—Fraud— 
Mistake as to identity of company—Contract in writing.—ZJnter- 
national Society of Auctioneers, Ite, Baillie’s case, CH! D. WRIGHT, J., 
8.J.97; W.R. 187 

12. Winding up—Debenture-holders—Application for leave to 
receiver to take possession of company’s property and for order of 
sale to be postponed— Debenture-holder’s right to commence 
action to prove security—Discretion of court—Costs—Stannaries 
Act, 1887 (50 & 51 Vict. c. 43), s. 19.—New Par Consols, Re, Q.B.D., 
S.J. 98 

13. Winding up—Debentures—Charge on uncalled capital— 
Special resolution—Uncalled capital not capable of being called 
up except for winding up—Companies Act, 1879 (42 & 43 Vict. c. 
76), s. 5.—Bartlett v. Mayfair Property Co., C.D. WRIGHT, J., 
8.J. 115; W.R. 199 

14. Winding up—Memorandum of association— Ancillary clauses 
—Substratum gone—‘‘ Just and equitable ’—Companies Act, 1862 
(25 & 26 Vict. c. 89), s. 79, sub-section 5.—A malgamuted Syndizate, 
Re, CH.D. VAUGHAN WILLIAMS, J, §.J. 13; W.R. 75 

15. Winding up—Shares issued us fully paid—Registration of 
subsidiary contract only—Companies Act, 1867 (30 & 31 Vict. c. 
131), 8. 25.—Karaskhoma Syndicate, Re, arr., W.R, 37 

Sce also Practice, 2 


CONSPIRACY ACT— 
See Criminal Law, 4 


CONTRACT— 

Specific performance—Mining claims—Mining law of South 
African Republic—‘‘ Claims or their equivalent ’—Jurisdiction.— 
Henderson's Transvaal Estates v. Barnato, 01.D, BYRNE, J., §,.J, 201 

See also Company, 10, 11, 15; Married Woman, 2; Vendor 

and Purchaser, 1 


CONVEYANCING ACTS— 
See Company, 4; Landlor1 and Tenant, 3; Married Wounan, 4; 
Vendor and Purchaser, 2 


COPYRIGHT— 

Infringement — Action on the case— Action of detinue—Action of 
trover—Injanction—Delivery up and damages—Copyright Act, 
1842 (5 & 6 Vict. 45), ss. 15, 23,—Muddock v. Blackwood, CH.D. 
KEKEWICH, J., §.J. 46; W.R. 166 


CORPORATION— 
Newspaper—Libel-—Action against editor—Liability of pro- 
prietors—Indemnity—-U/tra vires.—Dreoy v. Royal British Nurses’ 
Association, APP., W.R. 86 


cosTs— 
See Bankruptcy, 3, 16; Company, 12; County Court, 5,7; Local 
Government, 14; Mayor's Court; Partnership, 1; Practice, 1, 2; 
Solicitor, 1,2 


oe, 
- Admiralty — Practice— Appeal from county court havin 
wiralty jurisdiction — Breach of contract ~ Bill of lading — | 














Damage to cargo by heat—Exemption—‘‘ Any other accidents of 
the seas’’— Closing of ventilators during bad weather. — 
‘* Thrunscoe,” The, P.D. & AD.D., W.R. 175 ; oh 

2. Admiralty—Practice—County court having admiralty jaris- 
diction—Mode of trial—Meaning of term ‘‘actions’’ in consoli- 
dating and amending Act—County Courts Admiralty Jurisdiction 
Act, 1869 (32 & 33 Vict. c. 51), s. 2—Maritime cause—County 
Courts Act, 1888 (51 & 52 Vict. c. 43), 8. 101.—‘‘ Z'heodora,” The, 
p.p. & AD.D., W.R. 157 

3. Practice—Appeal—Action in which the debt or damage 
claimed does not exceed twenty pounds—Injunction—County 
Courts Act, 1888 (51 & 52 Vict. c. 43), s. 120.—Brune v. James, 
Q.B.D., § J. 214 } 

4. Practice—Appeal—Judge’s note—Point not raised at trial.— 
Clifford v. Thames Ironworks Co., 9.B D., 8 J.117 

5. Practice—Appeal—Security for costs—Insolvency—38 & 39 
Vict. c, 50, s. 6.—Shaw v. Lutman, QB D., §.J. 34 

6. Practice—Costs—Action founded on tort—Bailment—Agist- 
ment—Injury to animal—Negligence—County Courts Act, 1888 
(51 & 52 Vict. c. 43), s. 116.—TZ'urner v. Slallibrass, arr., §.J, 65; 
W.R. 81 

7. Practice—“ Statutory defence ’’—Solicitors’ bill of costs— 
Solicitors Act (6 & 7 Vict. c. 73), s. 37—County Court Rules, 1889, 
ord. 10, rr. 10 and 18.—Zewis v. Burrell, Q B.D., $.J. 135 


CRIMINAL LAW— 

1. Criminal Law Amendment Act, 1835 (48 & 49 Vict. c. 69), ss. 
5, 17—Commencement of prosecution.—eg. v. West, c.c R., §.J. 
116 

2. Cruelty to children—Proof of age—Preventicn of Cruelty to 
Children Act, 1894 (57 & 58 Vict, c. 41).— Reg. v. Cox, 0.0.R., BS. 
135 

3. False pretences—Obtaining credit by fraud—-Obtaining food 
by fraud—Obtaining food at a restaurant without having money 
to pay—Debtors Act, 1869 (32 & 33 Vict. c. 62), 8. 13.—Wey. v. 
Jones, 0.c.R., §.J. 82; W.R. 191 

4. Intimidation—Conspiracy and Protection of Property Act, 
1875 (38 & 39 Vict. c. 86), ss. 7, 16—Seamen—Seafaring men not 
actually employed on board ship.—eg. vy. Lynch, 0.0.R., 8.5, 83; 
W.R. 205 


CcROWN— 
Prerogative of—Action against Lords of Admiralty—Trespass— 
Right of subject to maintain—Action, form of—Amendment.— 
Raleigh v. Goschen, CH.D. ROMER, J., 8.J. 46; W.R, 90 


DEBTORS ACT— 
See Criminal Law, 3 


DEED— 

Escrow—Delivery to stranger, whether necessary to make deed 
an escrow—Misappropriation of consideration money by person 
who is agent of both parties—Money never received by grantor— 
Failure of consideration.—London Freehold Property Co. v. duffield 
(Baron), arp., §.J. 11; W.R. 102 


DENTIST— 
Registration—Pupil—Declaration—Dentists Act, 1878 (41 & 42 
Vict. c. 33), ss. 6, 7, 37.--—Reg. v. General Medical Council, APP., 
W.R, 2 


DIVORCE— 

1. Alimony—-Alienation—Divorce and Matrimonial Causes Act, 
1857 (20 & 21 Vict. c. 85), 8. 32—Amendment Act, 1866 (29 & 30 
Vict. ¢. 32), s. 1.—Maclurcan v. Maclurcan, app., §.J. 32 

2. Practice--Application for re-hearing, whether to be made to 
Divisional Court or to Court of Appeal—Trial without a jary— 
Divorce Rules, 1865, r. 62—Supreme Court of Judicature Act, 
1890 (43 & 54 Vict. c. 44), s. 1.—Smith v. Smith, arp., W.R. 24 


ECCLESIASTICAL LAW-—- 
Clergy—-Offence against morality—-Deprivation— Subsequent 
sentence of deposition—Clergy Discipline Act, 1892 (55 & 56 Vict. 
c. 32), s. 8.—Heg. v. Durham (Bishop), arp., W.R. 36 


EDUCATION— 

School board—Superannuation fund—Deductions from salaries 
of teachers—Ultra vires—Elementary Education Act, 1870 (33 & 
; A be c. 75), 8. 35.—Phillips v. London School Board, Q B.D., 

wR 165 


ELECTION LAW— 

1, Municipal elections—Leave to pay expenses incurred in 
excess of statutory maximum—lIncomplete return by election 
agent—Municipal Elections (Corrupt and Illegal Practices) Act, 
hye & 48 Vict. c. 70), 8, 21 (1.).—Hughes, Ex parte, Q,B.D., 
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2. Municipal election—Leave to pay bills inadvertently omitted 
from candidates’ return of expenses—Municipal Elections Act, 
1884, s. 21 (7).—Morris, Ex parte, Q.B.D., §.J. 163 

3. Registration—Occupiers’ list of voters—Qualification described 
as ‘‘ dwelling-house joint ’—Sufticiency of—Representation of the 
People Act, 1867 (30 & 31 Vict. c. 102), ss. 3, 6, 27—Representa- 
tion of the People Act, 1884 (48 & 49 Vict. o. 3), ss. 2, 5.—Bagley 
vy. Butcher, 9 B.D., W.R. 189 


ESTOPPEL— 
See Settlement, 2 


EXECUTOR— 

Acting before probate—Delay in proving will—Recovering out- 
standing assets— Wilful default.—Stevens, Re, Cook v. Stevens, APP., 
8.J. 113; W.R, 177 

See also Bankruptcy, 5; Inland Revenue, 6; Solicitor, 3; 

Trustee, 2; Vendor and Purchaser, 2 


FIXTURES— 
Movable chattels—Stuffed birds and animals—Mansion-house— 
Settled estate.—Hill (Viscount) v. Bullock, aPr., W.R. 84 


FRIENDLY SOCIETY— 

Alteration of rules—New rule made ander statutory powers— 
Continuance of rule after repeal of statute—Effect of subsequent 
yy on members’ vested rights —Smith v. Galloway, Q.B D., 

-R, 204 


GAMING— 

1. Betting — Reserved enclosure on racecourse— ‘‘ Place’’— 
‘Using a place” for betting purposes—Betting Houses Act, 1853 
(16 & 17 Vict. c. 119), ss. 1, 3.—Powell v. Kempton Park HKacecourse 
Co., APP., W.R. 8 

2. Betting house—Person found therein—Recognizance—Betting 
Houses Act, 1853 (16 & 17 Vict. c. 119), s. 11.—Murphy v. Arrow, 
Q.B.D., $.J. 15; W.R. 94 


GOODWILL— 
See Inland Revenue, 11 


HEIRLOOMS— 
See Settled Land, 2 


HIGHWAY— 

Extraordinary traffic—Person by whose order such traffic has 
been conducted—Highways and Locomotives (Amendment) Act, 
1878 (41 & 42 Vict. c. 77), 8. 23.—Kent County Council vy. Lord 
Gerard, H.L., W.R. 111 

See also Local Government, 4-7 


INCLOSURE ACT— 
Award—Bed of river ad medium filum—Several fishery.—Ecroyd 
v. Coulthard, CH.D. NORTH, J., W.R. 119 


INJUNCTION— 
See Copyright ; County Court, 3; Practice, 8; Trade-name 


INLAND REVENUE— 

1. Estate duty—Gift of property—Reservation of interest— 
Reservation of power of revocation—Finance Act, 1894 (57 & 58 
Vict. c. 30), s. 2 (1) (c)—Customs and Inland Revenue Act, 1881 
ie bo c. 12), 8. 38.—Attorney-General v. Grey (Earl), Q.B.D., 


2. Estate duty—Property passing on death—Settlement— 
Assignment of life interest to remainderman—Death of tenant for 
life—Liability to duty—Finance Act, 1894 (57 & 58 Vict. c. 30), 
ss. 1, 2, 5, 7.—A -General vy. Beech, 0.3.D., W.R. 44 

3. Estate duty—Settled property—Mortgage of life estate and 
remainder—Value of estate ing on death of tenant for life— 
Finance Act, 1894 (57 & 58 Vict. c. 35), s. 2, sub-section 1 (b); s. 
a. sub-sections 1, 7 (b).—Cowley (Earl) Estate Duty, Re, arv., 8.J. 

5 

4. Income tax—Profits of trade—Deductions—Money expended 
for repairs of premises—Money expended for we trade— 
Brewers—Tied houses—Income Tax Act, 1842 & 6 Vict. c. 35), 
8. 100, Schedule D., case 1, r. 3; cases 1 and 2, r. 1.—Brickwood v¥. 
Reynolds, apr., W.R, 130 

5. Income tax—Trade exercised within the United Kingdom— 
Foreigner resident abroad—Income Tax Act, 1842 (5 & 6 t.. c. 
35), 8. 42—Income Tax Act, 1853 (16 & 17 Vict. c. 84), 8. 2, 
Schedule D.— Watson v. Sandie, 9.B.D., 8.J. 151; W.B. 202 

6. Probate duty—Executor de son tort—Foreign will—Transfer 
of shares — i a to ae executors—Liability of 
company,— ney-General v. Ne: ° - ° 
— vale. re ey w York Breweries Co., avv., 8.3 

7. Probate duty—Proceeds of plantation in Jamaica—English 





to En legatee—Death of legatee— 
pro .—Smyth, Re, Leach v. Leach, 
CH.D. ROMER, J., 8.J. 81; W.R, 104 : 

8. Stamp duty— of shares in company for shares in 
other company—Conveyance or transfer on sale—E 
Stamp Act, 1891 (54 & 55 Vict. c. =” s. 55, Schedule.—Coats v. 
Inland Revenue Commissioners, APPr., W.R. 1 ; 

9. Stamp duty—Foreign security issued in the United om 
—Stamp Act, 1891 (54 & 55 Vict. c. 39), s, 82, sub-section 1 (4) (i). 
—Baring v. Inland ue Commissioners, APP., W.R. 98 

10. Stamp duty—lInstrument to secure payment—Mortgage— 
‘¢ Total amount of security to be ultimately recoverable ’— Amount 
limited—Stamp Act, 1891 (54 & 55 Vict. c. 39), ss. 86 (i.), 88 (é.).— 
City of London Breweries Co. v. Inland Revenue Commissioners, 
Q.B.D., §.J. 162 : 

11. Stamp duty — Sale— Consideration — Vendor’s interest in 
licensed premises—Goodwill—Stamp Act, 1891 (54 & 55 Vict. c. 
39), ss. 15, 59-(1).— West London Syndicate v. Inland Revenue Com- 
missioners, Q B.D., §.J. 1 

12. Succession duty—Father and son in partnership—Death of 
father—Acquisition by son of father’s share in business—Succession 
—Sale end Paschnse-—-Cnustoaation of era ae | deed—Succession 
Duty Act, a fight Vict. c. 51), 8. 2.—Attorney-General v. 

145 


Brown, apr., W. 


INSURANCE— 

1. Life policy—Trust for wife and children—Mode of one 
Married Women’s Property Act, 1870 {ss & 34 Vict. c. 93), s. 10— 
Married Women’s Pro Act, 1882 (45 & 46 Vict. c. 72), ss. 11, 
22.—Turnbull v. Turnbull, CH.D. STIRLING, J., W.R. 3 

2. Marine—Mortgage of shares in ship—Policy on ship—Right 
of mortgagee to sue on policy—Mortgagor master of ship— 

4 master.— Small vy. United Kingdom Marine Association, ArP., 

R. 24 

3. Marine—Policy on a Paap nny consequent on 
loss of time Delay by pee of sea.—Bensaude v. Thames, &c., In- 

p 8 


surance Co., H.I., Ww 


See Bankruptcy, 11; Mortgage, 2 


JUDGMENT— 
See Bankruptcy, 5-7; Practice, 4, 5, 7, 8 


JUSTICES— 

1. Pecuniary interest—Bias—Membership of the Incorporated 
Law Society— Proceedings against an unqualified person for 
as a solicitor.—Reg. v. Burton, Young, Ex parte, 0.B.D., W.R. 127 

sdustel = Dose ot semphinna —- Danian Setpiietesion’— 
vaccinated — Costs of complai —Di _ 
‘* Civil debt ’—Summary Jurisdiction Acts, 1848 (11 & 12 Vict. c. 
43), 8. 18; 1879 (42 & 43 Vict. ¢. 49), 8. 6.— Reg. v. Burrows, Wilson, 
Ex parte, Q.B.D., W.R, 29 

See also Licensing Law, 1, 2 


LANDLORD and a ga : ‘ 

1. Compensation—Market garden—Tenancy from year to year— 
Agricultural Holdings (England) Act, 1883 (46 & 47 Vict, c. 61), 8. 
61—Market Gerdenoe’ Act, ros (58 & 59 Vik C. 
27), 8. 4.—King v. Eversfield, arr., W.R. 51 

2. Compensation for improvements—Notice of claim—Time 


—Determination po eee eee ore tenant— 
Agricultural Holdings (England) Act, 1 - & 47 Vat. 61), 
8. 7.—Morley v. Carter, Q.B.D., §.J. 14; W.R. 


3. ay na ep BS te breach of covenant— 
Claim for rent—Waiver of forfeiture—Notice—Con Act, 
1881 (44 & 45 Vict. c. 41), 8. 14.—Penton v. Barnett, arr., 8.J, 11; 


W.R. 33 
4. Rooms—Outer walls—Signboards—Derogation from grant.— 
ge) cafe Co, v. Muse Brothers, OH.D, BYRNE, 3., ~ 67; 
. 0 1 


LEASE— 
See Landlord and Tenant, 3, 4; Will, 3 


See Mayor's Court 
e (7a ora pulled down—Application for transfer 
1, Li Tnn— wn— for fe 
or licence—Jurisdiction of justices—-9 Geo, 4, c, 61, 8, 14.—Reg. v. 
Yorkshire (West Bidiag) Justices, Q.B.D., 85.135 D 
2. Licence—Refi to renew—. to quarter sessions— 


Costs—Non-appearance of objector— Jurisdiction 

against Sbjode Bemmary Tertehietion Act, ew ae J 
¢. 49), 88. 31, 50-—Alehonse .Agt, 1828 (9:Geo. 4, \¢. 61), s. 27— 
Summary Jurisdiction Aot, 1884 (47 & 48 Vict. ¢. 43), s.7—Inter- | 
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pretation Act, 1889 (52 & 53 Vict. c, 63), s. 13.—-Boulter v. Kent 
Justices, H.L., W.R. 114 

3. Order sanctioning removal of licence—Grant of licence on 
condition of surrendering other licence—Licensing Act, 1872, s. 50. 
—Reg. v. Thornton, Lacon, Ex parte, app., 8.J, 212 

4, Theatre—Selling intoxicating liquors after closing hour— 
Licensing Act, 1872 (35 & 36 Vict. c. 94), s. 72—Licensing Act, 
1874 (37 & 38 Vict. c. 49), ss. 3, 9, 16.—Gallagher v. Rudd, Q.B.D., 
8.J. 15; W.R. 108 


LIMITATION, STATUTES of— 
Mortgage—Conveyance subject to mortgage—‘‘ Person claiming 
under a mortgage ”’—Real Property Limitation Act, 1837 (7 Will. 
4 &1 Vict. c. 28)—Real Property Limitation Act, 1874 (37 & 38 
Vict. c. 57), s. 9.—TZhornton v. France, apr., W.R, 56 
See also Company, 8; Partnership, 2 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT— 

1. Custody of parish documents—Tithe map and apportionment 
—Tithe Act, 1836 (6 & 7 Will. 4, c. 71), s. G4—Tithe Act, 1846 (9 
& 10 Vict. c. 73), s. 17—Tithe Act, 1860 (23 & 24 Vict. c. 93), 8. 28 
—Local Government Act, 1894 (56 & 57 Vict. c. 73), s. 17.—Lewis 
v. Poole, Q.8.D., 8.J. 14; W.R. 93 

2. Drain—‘‘ Sewer”’—New street—-Street taken over by local 
authority—‘ Frontager”—Drains constructed by “ frontager ”— 
Liability for expense of sewering street—Omission to serve notice 
*‘to sewer” on one frontager — Condition precedent — Public 
Health Act, 1875 (38 & 39 Vict. c. 55), ss. 13, 15, 18, 150, 257, 
268.— Handsworth Council v. Derrington, CH.D, KEKEWICH, J 
W.R. 168 


3. Drainage—Surface water—Public Health Act, 1875 (38 & 39 
Vict. c. 55), ss. 15, 16, 17, 308.—Durrant v. Branksome Council, 
app., W.R. 134 

4. Highway—Bicycle—Bicyclist riding at night without a light 
—Power of police-constable to stop—Local Government Act, 1888 
(51 & 52 Vict. c. 41), s. 85—Highway Act. 1835 (5 & 6 Will. 4, c. 
50), ss. 78, 79.— Hatton v. Treeby, Q.B.D., W.R. 6 

5. Highways—Locomotives—Locomotive passing along high- 
way—Being ‘‘ used” on highway—Licence—Highways and Loco- 
motives (Amendment) Act, 1878 (41 & 42 Vict. c. 77), 8. 32.— 
London County Council v. Wood, 9.8.D., W.R. 143 

6. act aed of highway board interested in contract 
—Penalty—Highways Act, 1835 (5 & 6 Will. 4. c. 50), s. 46—Local 
Government Act, 1894 (56 & 57 Vict. c. 73), ss. 25, 26.—Buckley v. 
Hanson, Q.B.D., §.J, 198 

7. Public health—Local statute—Implied repeal of special by 

al Act—Paving expenses in street—Highway repairable by 
inhabitants at large—Liability of frontagers—Ashton-under-Lyne 
Improvement Act, 1849 (12 & 13 Vict. c. xxxv.), s. 20—Public 
Health Act, 1875 (38 & 39 Vict. c. 55), ss. 149, 150, 340.—Ashton- 
under-Lyne (Mayor) v. Pugh, arp., W.R. 100 

8. Public heaith — Nuisance — Black smoke—Notice — Works 
re Health Act, 1875, s. 94.—Millard v. Wastall, a.B.v., §.J. 


9. Pablic Health—Nuisance—Damage caused by defective 
sewers—Misfeasance by local sauthority.—JVhitfield v. Bishop 
Auckland Council, Q.8.D., §,J. 67 

10. Pablic health—Powers of local authority—Reconstruction of 

ivies—Adoption of particular system of water-closet—Public 

th Act, 1875 (38 & 39 Vict. c. 55), 8s. 36.—Wood v. Widnes 
(Mayor) 9.3.D. W.R. 30 

11. Parchase of land—Land acquired for sewage works—Land 
“not required” for ae gg not immediately required— 
iy sh ata a Act, 1875 (38 & 39 Vict. c. 55), s. 175. 
— ey-General v. Teddington District Council, CH.D. ROMER, J., 
S.J. 46; W.R. 88 . . 

_ 12. BStreet—New street—Improvement charges—‘ Initial valua- 
tion ”—Licensed premises—Evidence of takings and payments— 
Value of the tying covenant—“ Trade interest ”—London County 
Council (Tower Bridge Southern Approach) Act, 1895 (58 & 59 
Vict. ¢. cxxx.).—London County Council and City of London Brewery 
Co. Arbitration, Re, Q.B.D., §.J. 81; W.R. 172 

13. Sanitary authority—Bye-law—Reasonableness—Prohibition 
of sales on foreshore.—Gray v. Sylvester, @.B.D., 8.J. 13; W.R. 63 

14, Sanitary authority —Unsanitary area acquired under the 
Housing of the Working Classes Act, 1890 (53 & 54 Vict. c. 70)— 
Improvement scheme—Provisional order—Confirmatory Act— 
Vi for compensation—Property in premises acquired— 
Reversioner—Right to sue—Costs—Housing of the Working 
Classes Act, 1890 (53 & 54 Vict. c. 70), ss. 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 12, 20, 21. 
— v. Patman, CH.D. BYRNE, J., 8.3.97; W.R. 200 

15, Sewers—Drains constructed by railway company—Vesting in 
local authority—Reailway Clauses Act, 1845 (8 Vict. o. 20), ss. 1, 68 
—Public Health Act, 1875 (38 & 39 Vict. c, 55), ss. 4,13 (2),— 





London and North-Western Railway Co. v. Runcorn Council, CH.D. 
STIRLING, J.. W.R. 121 
See also Charity 


LONDON BUILDING ACTS— 
See Metropolis, 1, 2 


LUNACY— 

Personout of jurisdiction of unsound mind not found—Carator 
appointed according to law of Jersey—Jurisdiction of court to 
refuse transfer of property within the jurisdiction—Discretion— 
Lunacy Act, 1890 (53 Vict. c. 5), s. 154.— White, Re, arp., $.J. 198 


MANDAMUS— 
See Metropolis, 1 


MARRIED WOMAN— 

1. Practice — Dispensing with separate examination — Settled 
Estates Act, 1877, s. 50—Settled Land Act, 1882, s. 33—No tenant 
for life.—-T'essyman’s Settled Estates, Re, CH.D. NORTH, J., 8.J, 96 

2. Protection order—Contract—Feme sole—Divorce and Matri- 
monial Causes Act, 1857 (20 & 21 Vict. c. 85), ss. 21 and 26.— 
Hughes, Re, Brandon v. Hughes, CH.D, KEKEWICH, J.,8.J. 80 

3. Restraint on auticipation—Life interest determinable on ful- 
filment of certain c mdition—Bond fide but untrue admission by 
married woman that condition had been fulfilled—Admission in- 
operative—Inability of a married woman by her own act to annul 
a restraint on anticipation.— Bateman v. Yuber, CH.D. KEKEWICH, 
J., W.R. 151; app., $.J. 80 

4. Restraint on anticipation—Relief—Husband’s debts—Wife’s 
right to indemnity—Conveyancing and Law of Property Act, 1851 
(44 & 45 Vict. c. 41), 8. 39.—Paget v. Paget, C.D, KEKEWICH, J., 
$.J: 67 ‘ 

See also Insurance, 1 


MASTER and SERVANT— 
Domestic service—Notice given during first fortnight of service 
to leave at end of first month—Custom—Reasonableness.—Moult v. 
Halliday, Q.B.D., §.J. 117 
See also Trade Union 


MAYOR'S COURT— 
Prohibition — Libel — Costs.—Hall vy. Launspach, CHAMBERS, 
RIDLEY. J., §.J, 163 


METROPOLIS— 

1. Building — Mandamus — Service of summons — Unknown 
owner—Dangerous structure—Summary Jurisdiction Act, 1848 
(11 & 12 Vict. c. 43), s. 1—London Building Act, 1894 (57 & 58 
Vict. c. cexiii.), s. 188 (i.).—Reg. v. Mead, London County Council, 
Ex parte, 9.B.D., $.J. 14; W.R. 61 

2. Building—New buildings—Dwelling-house to be inhabited 
or adapted to be inhabited by persons of the workiog class— 
London Buildjng Act, 1894 (57 & 58 Vict. c. cexiii.), s. 13.—London 
County Council v. Davis, Q.B.D., $.J. 115 


MORTGAGE— 
1. Principal not to be called in for three years if interest paid 
‘* punctually ’’—Payment within reasonable time after due date, 
whether ‘‘ punctual ”—Injunction to restrain sale by mortgagee.— 
Leeds Theatre of Varieties v. Broadbent, CH.D. KEKEWICH, J., §.J. 
115; app., §.J. 183 
2. Right to redeem—Second mortgagee—Order nisi for fore- 
closure, with liberty to redeem—Chief clerk’s certificate finding six 
months’ interest due to first mortgagee—Second mortgagee seeking 
to redeem on payment only of interest to date.—J/ili v. Rowlands, 
App., W.R. 26 
See also Company, 3; Insurance, 2; Limitation, Statutes of ; 
Partition ; Solicitor, 6 
NEGLIGENCE— 
See County Court, 6 


NEWSPAPER— 
See Corporation 


NUISANCE— 
See Local Government, 8, 9 


PARTITION— 
Occupying co-owner—Mortgage of share—Occupation rent— 
wh against mortgagee.—Hill v. Hicken, CH.D. STIRLING, J., 


PARTNERSHIP— ‘ 
1, Dissolution—Retainer of solicitor to conduct action—Retire- — 
ment of dormant partner—Costs incurred subsequent to dissolu- — 
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tion—Liability of dormant partner—Partnership Act, 1890 (53 & 54 
Vict. c. 39), ss. 17 (2), 36 (3).—Court v. Berlin, arr., W.R. 55 

2. Liability of estate of deceased partner for’ goods ordered 
before, but delivered after, his death—Partn Act, 1890 
(53 & 54 Vict. c. 39), s. 9—Statute of Limitations Merchant and 
factor—-Fiduciary relation—Acknowledgment by debtor—Appro- 
priation by creditor.—Vriend, Re, Friend v. Young, CH.D. STIRLING, 
J., W.R. 139 

See also Bankruptcy, 12; Inland Revenue, 12 


PAWNBROKER— 

Unauthorized person pawns property of another—Order on 
pawnbroker to restore to owner—Pawnbroker’s right to prosecute 
pawner—Metropolitan Police Courts Act, 1839 (2 & 3 Vict. c. 71), 
s. 40—Pawnbrokers Act, 1872 (35 & 36 Vict. c. 93), s. 33.—Frncett 
v. Bierman, Q.B.D., §.J. 134 

POOR LAW— 

1. Rating—Beneficial occupation— London County Council — 
Assessment of public park—Rateable value—London Council 
(Geheral Powers) Act (53 & 54 Vict. c. ccxliii.), ss. 4, 5.—Lambeth 
Overseers v. London County Council, H.L., W.R. 79 

2. Rating—Exemption—Park lands by statute exempted from 
assessment—Part of park lands demised to trustees under Local 
Improvement Act for certain pu —20 Geo. 3, c. 55, ss. 1, 6— 
Pontefract Borough Improvement and Extension Act, 1875 (38 & 
39 Vict. c. lxxxii.), 8. 15.—Pontefract Park Trustees v. Pontefract 
Union, 2.B.D., 8.5. 97 

3. Rating—Exemption—Society instituted for purposes of the 
fine arts—Scientific Societies Act, 1843 (6 & 7 Vict. c. 36), 5. 1.— 
Royal College of Music v. Vestry of St. Margaret and St. John, West- 
minster, Q.B.D., $.J. 162 


POWER— 
See Appointment 


PRACTICE— 

1. Costs —Interlocutory proceedings — Costs reserved —- New 
regulation.—British Natural Premium Association v. Bywater, CH.D. 
BYRNE, J., W.R. 28 

2. Costs—Security for costs—Limited company plaintiff—“ Suffi- 
cient security ”’—Companies Act, 1862 (25 & 26 Vict. c. 89), s. 69. 
—Dominion Brewery Co. v. Foster, APP., §.J. 133 : 

3. Discovery—Interrogatories—Criminal or penal proceedings— 
Pollution of river—Proceedings to restrain—Penalty—Rivers 
Pollution Prevention Act, 1876 (39 & 40 Vict. ¢..75), ss. 3, 10,— 
Derby (Corporation) v. Derbyshire County Council, 4.L., W.R. 48 

4. District registrar—Jurisdiction—Power to set aside judgment 
—Ord. 35, rr. 1, 5, 6.—Townend vy. Kirkham, app., §.J. 45; 
W.R. 65 

5. Judgment, application for—Sufficiency of affidavit in support 
of application—Ord. 14, r.. 1.—Halleté v. Andrews, Q.B.D., 
S.J. 68 

6. Parties—Joinder of defendants—Joinder of separate causes 
of action against several defendants—Ord. 16, rr. 4, 5; ord. 18, r. 
1.—Gower v. Couldridge, app., §.J. 197 

7. Pleading—Default of pleading—Motion for judgment—Ord. 
27, r. 11.—Grant v. Hillam, Q.B.D., §.J. 35 

8. Pleading—Default of pleadings—Motion for judgment— 
idinalbene Teele 27, r. 11.—Clarke v. Pountney, Q.B.D., §.J, 34 

9, Pleading—Foreign State plaintiff—Action for appointment of 
new trustee—Counter-claim for damages for libel—Order excluding 
counter-claim—R. 8. C., 1883, ord. 19, r. 27; ord. 21, r. 15.— 
South African blic v. Compagnie du Chemin de Fer Sud 
Africane, APP., W.R. 67 

10. Pleading—Foreign state—Counter-claim — Striking out— 
International law—Cross-action.—South African Republic vy. Com- 

t ~‘ Franco-Belge du Chemin du Fer (No. 2), CH.D, NORTH, J., 

-R, 151 

11. Writ—Service out of jurisdiction—Ord. 11, r. 1 (e and g).— 
Deutsche National Bank v. Paul, CH.D. STIRLING, J.; §.J. 213 

12. Writ—Substituted service-—Defendant out of jurisdiction— 
Ord. 9, r.2.—Jay v. Budd, arr., W.R. 34 

See also Banker; Bankruptcy, 13; Bill of Sale; County 

Court, 1-6; Divorce, 2 


PRINCIPAL and AGENT — 
See Company, 6 


PRINCIPAL and SURETY— 
See Bankruptcy, 11 


PROBATE— 
Will—Revival of revoked will—Non-disclosure of revocation to 
solicitor—Codicil—Express ‘‘ words of reference ”—Wills Act {1 
Vict, c. 26), 8. 22.——-Chilcott, In Goods of, P.D. & ADD, W.R, 32 





PROMISSORY NOTE— 
See Bill of Exchange, 3 


PUBLIC HEALTH— 
See Local Government, 2, 3, 7-11,15; Water 


RAILWAY— 
See Local Government, 15 


RECEIVER— 
See Company, 4, 6 


RIVER— 
Navigable river—Foreshore—Right to moor vessels—Public 
right.— Attorney-General v. Wright, arr., W.R. 85 
See also Inclosure Act; Practice, 3 . 


SALE of GOODS— 
Sale of orchid with warranty—Warranty falsee—Measure of 
damages—Costs—Sale of Goods Act, 1893 (56 & 57 Vict, c. 71), s. 
53 (2).—Ashworth v. Wells, a.B.D., $.J. 214 


SCHOOL— 
See Education 


SETTLED LAND— 
1. Appointment of trustees—Compound settlement—Settled 
Land Act, 1882 (45 & 46 Vict. c. 38), s. 2, sub-section 1; s. 50, 
’ sub-section 3—Settled Land Act, 1890 (53 & 54 Vict. c. 69), 8. 4, 
sub-section 1.—Tibbits’ Settled Estates, Re, CH.D. NORTH, 3., W.R, 3 
2. Heirlooms—Application for sale by tenant for life.—Fether- 
stonhaugh’s Settlement, Re, $.J. 198 


SETTLEMENT— 

1, Construction—Appointment of stock sufficient to raise net sum 
gi duty.—Saunders, Re, Saunders v. Gore, apv., 8.J, 65 ; 
W.R. 180 

2. Voluntary settlement—Construction — Estoppel.—Lovett v. 
Lovett, CH.D. ROMER, J., 8.J. 81; W.R. 105 pel 

See also Bankruptcy, 16; Married Woman, 1 


SHERIFF— 

Fees—Poundage—Execution sto or withdrawn—Sheriffs 
Act, 1887 (50 & 51 Vict. ¢. 55), s. 20 (1) and (2)—Order of the 
31st of August, 1888, as to fees.—Madeley v. Greenwood, Q.B De, 
8.J, 34 


SHIP— 
1. Bill of lading—Implied warranty—Fit to i 
cargo.— Queensland National Bank v. P. and O. Ps Pt sana igation 
ee ae nage He loading—Order by charterers— 
2. Charter- oo ‘or i 
awe Steamship Co. v. Castle Mail Pockets Co., APP., 
-R. 68 
3, Charter-party—Bill of lading—Incorporation of conditions in 
dcdenauice bill of eae and all other con- 
ditions as per charter-party.’’—Diederichsen v. Farquharson, APpP., 
ype Ba pee district—Vessel navigating within her 
4. Pilotage— istri navigati i own 
port not having on board—Merchant Shipping Act, 
1894 (57 & 58 Vict. c, 60), ss. 191, 192, 625—Distressed seamen not 
passengers.—‘‘ Clymene,” The, P.D. & AD.D., W.R. 109 
See Insurance, 2, 3, 
sitar, 
1. ‘* Propert; seoovered, 6c gunenenes neon order—Costs 
of ap Policitors Act, 1 (23 & 24 Vict. c, 127), 8, 28.— 
Wi nd v. Serle, Arp., §.J. 68 
2. Costs in respect of business done while uncertificated—37 & 38 
Vict. c. 68, 8. 12,—S., Re, CH.D. NORTH, J., 8,J. 216, 
3. Executor—Power to make 
action—Insolvent estate.— White, Re, Pennell v. 
KEKEWICH, J., 8.J. 200 
4. Misconduct — Concealment of will—- Preparing inaccurate 
affidavit.—Davies, Re, 0.B.D., 8.J, _ 


s 
in, OH.D. 


5, Misconduct. Solicitor ft the rolls by Colonial court— 
of order.—A Solicitor, Re, re 8.J, 
6. age — Breach — = 
—Stokes v. Prance, STIRLING, J., 8.3.68; W.R. 183 
See Bankruptcy, 3; County ; Ju » 1; Part. 
nership, 1 rs 
fee Lozal Government, } > 
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8 
TRADE— 


Action, couse of—Trader—Advertising goods at less than cost | 
cost price—Malice.—Ajello v. Worsley, CH.D. STIRLING, J., §.J. 212 | 


TRADE-MARK— 
1, Registration—Invented word — “‘ Pirle’””— Word similar in 
sound to word registration of which has been refused—Patents, 
igns, and Trade-Marks Acts, 1883-1888, ss. 64, 69.—Ripley’s 
Trade-mark, Re, OH.D., KEKEWICH, J., 8.J. 97 
- oa ph ’’—Reference to the character or quality of the 
goods—Patents, Designs, and Trade-Marks Act, 1888 (51 & 52 
Vict. c. 50), s. 10.—Linotype Co.’s Trade-mark, Re, CH.D. KEKE- 


WICH, J., 8.J. 13 


TRADE-NAME— 
Injunction—Label—Probability of deception—Defendant a trader 
carrying on business in his own name—Plaintiff and defendant 
in same business, and of same name—Passing off goods 
as those of plaintiff.— Jamieson & Co. v. Jamieson, APPp., §.J. 197. 


TRADE UNION— 





Master and servant—Procuring dismissal of servant—Malice— 
Inducing third person not to contract with plaintiff.—A len v. Flood, | 
H.L, 8.J. 149 | 


TRUSTEE— 
1. Breach of trust—Judicial Trustees Act, 1896 (59 & 60 Vict. o. | 
35), 8s. 3—Trustee Act, 1883 (56 & 47 Vict. c. 53), s. 8.—Stuart, 
Re, Stuart v. Stuart, Cil.D. STIRLING, J., W.R. 41 
2. Executor guilty of devastavit—Judicial Trustees Act, 1896 | 
(59 & 69 Vict. c. 35), s. 3.— Kay, Re, Mosley v. Kay, CH.D, ROMER, 
J., W.R. 74 
See also Practice, 9 ; Settled Land, 1 


VACCINATION— 
See Justices, 2 





VENDOR and PURCHASER— 
1, Contract—Specific performance—Identity of parcelse—Uncer- 


tainty—Statute of Frauds—Admissibility of extrinsic evidence, 
Plant v. Bourne, apr., W.R. 59 

2. Devise of real estate upon trust to trustees, their heirs ar 
assigns—Power of sale to the “trustees for the time being 
under a will—Executors of surviving trustee—Conveyancing Act; 
1881, s. 30.—Pixton and Tong’s Contract, Re, CH.D. BYRNE, J., §.Jj 
201; W.R. 187 


WATER— 

Public health—Alteration by occupier of supply pipe by addi 
tion thereto of a stop-tap—Consent of undertakers must first b 
obtained—Waterworks Clauses Act, 1863 (26 & 27 Vict. c. 93), a 
19; Pablic Health (Water) Act, 1878 (41 & 42 Vict. c. 25), s. 2é 
— Williams v. Llandudno District Council, Q,B.D., §.J, 34 


WEIGHTS and MEASURES— 
Coal—Sale—Ticket—‘‘ Correct weight ’’—Weights and Measu 
Act, 1889 (52 & 53 Vict. c. 21), s. 22, sub-sections 1 and 2, 
Knowles v. Sinclair, 9.B.D., §.J. 116; W.R. 188 


WILL— 

1. Absolute gift of share of personalty—Share settled by codicil 
“instead of” gift by will—No revocation.— Wilcock, Re, Kay 
Dewhirst, CH.D. ROMER, J.,8 J. 114; W.RB. 153 

2. Gift of income to children of A. during their lives—Subsex 
quent gift to the children of A.’s children—Valid gift—Remotenessg, 
—Powell, Re, Crossland v. Holliday,, CH.D. KEKEWICH, J., §.J. 150 

3. Leaseholds— tenant for life—Liability for rent an 
repairs—Tenant for life and remainderman.—Tomlinson, Re, To 
linson v. Andrew, CH.D. KEKEWICH, J., §.J. 114 

4. Legacy—Date at which legacy payable.—Drinkwater, 
Drinkwater v. Field, cH.D. —— J., 8.0. 212 

5. Legacy—Legacy “‘ in addition to sums owing”’ to legatee 
No sums legally salee—iienae secured by promissory note and 
I.0.U. given without consideration—Sums so secured, whethe 
payable—Satisfaction of debt—Gift of money inter vivos.—Row 
Re, Pike v. Hamlyn, avv., 8.J. 96 

See also Probate 
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